This article is the first piece of a three-piece exchange between Michael Ruse and Larry Laudan. (We will be reading all three pieces.) Ruse, a prominent philosopher of science (particularly biology), served as an expert witness in a trial concerning the constitutionality of an Arkansas law requiring public school biology teachers to present creationism as a viable scientific alternative to evolutionary theory.
Michael Ruse offered five criteria for genuine science and then concluded that creation-science failed on all five counts. In this first piece, we see his original ideas for these criteria.
Reading Questions
The following questions are meant to guide and assist you in reading Ruse's article. They will draw your attention to key passages and challenge you to think about what Ruse is really trying to say. Although no page numbers are given, the questions come roughly in the order that you will find their answers in the text.
1. What are the five criteria that Ruse gives for genuine science? 2. For each of the five criteria, be able to explain why creation science fails to meet the particular criterion.
Challenge Questions
1. How do the five criteria relate to the readings you have done thus far? Does Ruse have a stronger set of conditions than others? Weaker?
